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Hon. Don Edwards 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Don, 

The FBI is playing tricks with you again, as the enclosed copy of a Dallas 
record I obtained in C.ii* 70-0522 reflects. Greg Stone told me about their letter 
to you about their withholding the names of SAa from FOIA disclosures. It is but 
one of many illustrations. I probably won't be able to do much searching because of 
new circulatory impairments but if, as I hope you do, you decide to do something 
^iything I have is available to you. 

I used the enclosed record in that litigation because about half-way through 
the processing, when during the first half np FBI names were withheld, they abruptly 
started withhold all FjI names, including those of SAs in public roles, like talking 
to the press and teing quoted by it* Their claim wa3 to protect the privacy of the 
SAs and they didn't make that claim until long after they gave me not only a li3t of 
those assigned to the field office and the residencies but even their home addresses 
and phones, whether or not listed* I- mlso appealed but I have no recollection of the 
appeal ever being acted on. 

FBIIIi* records I have include a diligent effort by the bureaucrats to deny the 
V/arren Commission permission to use these names but J. Edgar Hoover himself, very 
pointedly, told those under him that nothing provided to the Commission, including 
these names, was to be withheld. Kowhere in thos<f26 volumes is a single FBI name 
withheld. And I've not heard even a rumor of any one of them ever being bothered* 

Despite this, when I tiled C.A.75— 19 { J6, relating to the ICing assassination, 
all such names were withheld and they continued to be withheld after the judge 
stated they might not be, through the processing of the entire FDI1IQ main file. 

Once they started processing the field office files those names were withheld* 

When it came time to reconcile this obvious inconsistency, during a Vaughn inventory, 
FOIA SA supervisor 1 Martin Wood attested that while it had until a date he gave that 
covered them been the policy uot to disclose those names, the policy was changed 
thereafter they would be and had been disclosed* u nly this 4 wan before hi 3 same 
branch started withholding them from the Dallas JFK records. It also was a lie, a 3 
that cane record reflects because when a friend of nine protested the withholding of 
these names in historical cases, he got a letter signed by Clarence Kelley in which 
Kelley stated that in historical cases the FBI would not withhold those names. That 
was in the case record, which triggered the disclosure of the names from the field 
office records in that case. 

At least two attorneys general, ^ovi and Bell, issued public otateiue&s that 
appear to have been triggered by my litigation but may not have been - they certainly 
were not isslied earlier -and that were explicit in stating Department policy in 
historical cases: maximum possible disclosure. Bell even issued a statement saying 
that the ^apartment would not defend FOIA frivolity by other government agencies* 

If you should decide to hold a hearing on this or their response ( 3 ) to you 
or their disclosures and idlthholdings in such cases in general, although I do not now 
take your time for particulars, what I have and the department and FBI are more than 
merely familiar with could make a memorable hearing and do much good. Including what 
for the mo 3 t part is never mentioned, the extraordinary waste of manpower and tax money 
in knowingly wrongful withholdings and forcing unnecessary litigation and prolonging 
the forced litigation by the most unethical and not infrequently overtly illegal means. 
You can, without possibility of question of the fact, hold a hearing in which these 
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people will have to perjure themselves before you or confess to perjury before the 
courts. Because I am a layman, I define what ^ mean by perjury: false-swearing with 
first-person knowledge to what is material. The attestations I have and have in mind 
were, without question, to what was most material# 

Greg Stone and r hil Mclanson, who are seeking the FBI's ftobert Kennedy records, 
have both been here and both have a general idea of the nature and extent of what I 
have and how it is filed. So you can understand, I keep all records exactly as I 
receive them. I make copies of those that appear to have special value as I read them 
and file these copies separately. I have all the oase records in all my litigation in 
separate files and the cabinets are in different places, so there never is any con- 
fusion. 

• 

If you are interested and if I can be of any help, At is and for years has 
been difficult aid often irapooible for me to get to Washington. When I see the cardiio- 
vascular 3 urge on (every six weeks) medical transportation is provided, with a professional 
driver, and then the trip, an hour each way, tires me. If you would like one of your 
people to discuss any of tliis with mo, I gan delay the return trip for a short period 
of time. I'll be at 4900 ^ass. Ave., IW^not^nuoh after 9 and ordinarily the examination 
is completed by 10-10:15# % own^r-iving has^L&en limited to about 15-20 minutes at a 
time and I can't use the poor E***! transportation# 

While I'm not at all sure that anything will do the FBI you knew and I know of 
today (and it, at least the SAs, arc not at all like those I lived and worked with 
back in the 1930s) any good, I believe tliftt what I c;in provide you has the possibility 
of at the Ip ns^t brjngir\; to serious public attention evils that hurt it a3 well as the 
nationj aiifTwwt^nas , from time to tine, done some good. 

V/e do have a copier so copies can, if there is interest, be made here. 

I've deposed Lab and FOIA BAs and those from the FOIPA branch have not been 
trained to frustrate cross-examination as those from the Lab, wlio are a3 skilled at. 

any I've over seen, and I was, after a period as investigator, editor of a Senate 
committee and attended all the hearings. But even if skilled, how can one man be on 
contradictory sides on one tiling and pull that off if it is documented? 

I believe that much good in general can come from a hearing and that it might 
well be a considerable deterent, in addition, to the campaign against disclosing 
information so escalated during this administration. 

If you do decide to have some interest in the Hi'IC matter, and I think that 
^ong. Frank has an interest, I can tell you whore and how much that con be embarrassing 
is hidden by tricky filings at HU and at the FOs and how t!.is frustrates searches - 
that can be made. loud find truly scandalous things, some of which I have in small 
measure. This is done so effectively what they want to hide from the Department they 
do hide, and I have a particularly fine illiptration: they appeared to have ordered 
a thorough search for anything and everything related to Dr. King and then succeeded 
in not disclosing even the existence of the>4T multitudinous tapes. (Simple: those 
kinds of matters are filed as "$6. Administrative matters" and are never produced 
because tdey are held to be irrelevant to the subject matter.) I'm sure that in the 
KFK cane they'll have files on the press and the critics that will not surface on 
search and can be retrieved and that there will be very na3ty content, not infrequently, 
from my experience, fabricated. Unless, they have changed the system, I know how thi3 
was done. 

cc; Greg Stone Best/ wishes, , 



HAROLD WEIS8ERG 
7627 OLD RECEIVER RD. 
FREDERICK. MD 21701 






